PAPYROLOGY AND ROMAN HISTORY: 1956 The papyri of the Roman Empire have not yet been subjected to the kinds of systematic scholarly enterprises to which the Ptolemaic papyri have been subjected. There is, for example, no comprehensive prosopography comparable to the Prosopographia Ptolemaica, and it is, I think, senseless to start one. What the student of the Roman imperial period has at his disposal is lists of assorted officials, functionaries, and military personnel. Among those compiled in the generation under discussion there may be mentioned, by way of example, Bureth's collection of imperial titulatures; Mussies' supplement to Henne's 1935 listing of nome strategi; Reinmuth's list of Egypt's prefects; Sijpesteijn's list of gymnasiarchs; Vandoni's list of epistrategi, Bastianini's of the strategi of the Arsinoite nome, and Devijver's of Roman cavalry officers originating from or stationed in Egypt; Cavenaile's and Criniti's lists of Roman soldiers in Egypt.' These lists, like so many other efforts in the study of the Roman Egyptian papyri, though retaining their utility for many years, often also seem outdated shortly after if not by the time of their appearance. New papyri provide new names or greater chronological precision; older known texts are revised, their dates are corrected, the names they carry are amended. In a familiar papyrological pastime, "ghost names" are hunted, caught, and deleted from their respective fasti. The process of refinement is endless.2
One reason why the lists become outdated so quickly, why personallyowned copies soon become full of marginal annotation, why comprehensive projects are not lightly if at all undertaken, is that for the Romandate papyri (except for a few of the World War 11 years) there has been no lull in publication for want of material, as there has been for the Ptolemaic papyri; no lull owing to lack of interest in the face of countless .D.," BASP 4 (1967 ) 75-128, revised by G. Bastianini, ZPE 17 (1975 ZPE 29 (1978) 167-89. papyri, as there has been for the Byzantine period. Thus there has not been, and in the foreseeable future there will not be, the kind of pause in which a grand synthesis is supposedly most comfortably created; and so, for Roman Egypt there is no synthesis on the scale of those which Preaux and Rostovtzeff have created for Ptolemaic Egypt. There are, however, some basic large-scale older studies-Oertel's on liturgies, Lesquier's on the Roman army in Egypt, Wallace's on taxation, to name a few.3 For their topics substantially more evidence is now available. Recent studies (especially Lewis' on liturgies)4 have with this evidence refined the details of the venerable older works, but the older works, though outdated, remain fundamental; they are yet to be replaced. The last few years have also seen new monographs, some the outgrowths of doctoral dissertations, on other topics-Swarney's on the idios logos, Bowman's on town councils, ParAssoglou's on imperial estates, Talamanca's on the prefect's conventus-but surely the most unusual and possibly the most important single book produced in the years 1956-1980 is the late Professor Braunert's Die Binnenwanderung, a massive study on social mobility in Ptolemaic and Roman Egypt as manifested in evidence for population movements from place to place within Egypt.
To pass on (with unfortunate abruptness) from papyrological monographs and other secondary studies to the papyri themselves, I think that the single most pleasing historical find that has appeared in the past twenty-five years is the Cologne papyrus containing part of a Greek version of Augustus' funeral oration for Marcus Agrippa. Published with rich commentary in 1970 by Ludwig Koenen, the fragment gave rise to immediate further discussion on Agrippa's marriages and family, and on the type of imperium conferred on him by Augustus. Two very recent articles, by Haslam (1979) and Badian (1980) , have brought further refinement to the exercise, initiated by Koenen, of backtranslating the text from Greek to Latin so as to attempt to recover the ipsissima verba spoken by the emperor himself. The papyrus is important for W. Kierdorf's new monograph on the laudatiofunebris. At the other end of the chronological spectrum traditionally assigned to Roman Egypt are to be found the Beatty Panopolis papyri published by Skeat in 1964, two lengthy rolls (later remade into a codex for other purposes) "containing official correspondence of the Strategus of the Panopolite nome, and dating from A.D. 298 and A.D. 300 respectively." These documents are very important, as many will know, for the history of the Roman army in Egypt; they are significant also because they concern preparations for an impending visit by Diocletian, and because at publication they prefigured (as we know now from hindsight) the many late third/early fourth century papyri that the hitherto quiet provenance of Panopolis would come to yield.7
For reigns between Augustus and Diocletian there are scattered additional highlights published between 1956 and 1980, too numerous for all to receive specific mention: more fragmentary reports of proceedings that anticipate or belong to the "Acts of the Alexandrians" series; a new fragment of the Gnomon of the Idios Logos; a letter of Nero refusing divine honors and remitting crown gold to the Arsinoite Greeks; a private letter that gives a precise date and time for Titus' entry into Alexandria while en route to Rome on the conclusion of the Jewish War; more evidence, both from Egypt and from the Dead Sea caves, on the Jewish revolts of the second century.8 S. Omar's publication of the papers of the Soterichos archive brings with it substantial new information on viticulture in Egypt and the earliest papyrus attestation for Vespasian (5 August 69), the month following his acclamation. Alan Bowman has argued, and most scholars now concur, that an Oxyrhynchus papyrus, published in JEA in 1966 and previously identified as a letter of Severus Alexander, of Maximinus, or of Vaballathus, most likely was issued by Avidius Cassius at the beginning of his revolt in A.D. 175.9 Other papyri provide additional information on the damnationes memoriae of emperors and members of their families. Partially despite, partially be-cause of the recent evidence, Geta, Caracalla's younger brother, remains the name most frequently cancelled in the papyri.'0 Finally, with his "corn-dole archive", P. Oxy. XL, John Rea has clarified with painstaking care the chronology of the reigns of Aurelian and of those emperors who preceded and followed him. Further, through his analysis of the working of the dole system in the provincial city of Oxyrhynchus in the late third century, he has shed light on the system's working in the imperial capital itself in earlier times."
It is natural that archives like the Oxyrhynchus corn dole archive, and papyri like the Cologne funeral oration fragment and some of the other papyri just mentioned, should, because they concern the Empire as a whole, work themselves immediately into the historiographical mainstream. At the same time it is true that the vast majority of published papyri, new and old, are of decidedly pedestrian character and local import-land leases, loans, dike certificates, poll-tax receipts, etc.-and often too fragmentary to be of much use. The publication of such pieces was defended some time ago by Professor Youtie, in a gentle review of a remarkably undistinguished volume of Greek papyri, both with his own considerable eloquence and with an extensive quotation: Renan's wellknown figure of philologists as ants, each carrying his little bit toward the construction of an edifice whose general design he does not know.'2 The papyrologist may be happy to agree; the historian may be inclined to doubt. Much of the evidence that the Fayum region of Egypt continues to produce, especially that which dates to the second century, seems to be very "tired". It may bring fresh prosopographical, chronological and topographical detail, but nothing in the way of new document types, little in the way of intrinsically interesting texts. These are the kinds of papyri important historically not so much for themselves as for what, en masse, they have to tell us about a system (for example, the collection of customs dues at points of Fayum entry and egress, the maintenance of the dikes), or about agrarian practices (for example, standard and variant land-leasing terms), or about a specific Fayum family or village.'3 These are the kinds of papyri that require re-collection, arrangement, analytic commentary and discussion before, with their usually provincial 10 Recent examples and bibliography : Bowman, JRS 66 (1976) 156. See in particular BGU Xl 2056; P. Oxy. XLI 2955 and XLV 3244; cf. Sijpesteijn, ZPE 13 (1974) embrace, they are subsumed into the general historical mainstream. For such Fayum evidence the most important recent work is, I think, that which focuses on the social and economic history of particular villages (John Oates' and Ann Hanson's work on Philadelphia, its landholding patterns, citizenship ratios and economic woes, real or alleged; Deborah Samuel's studies, past and in progress, on Soknopaiou Nesos);'4 and that which aims to reconstitute and republish or discuss dispersed Fayum family archives (e.g., Foraboschi's republication of the Kronion papers; Whitney Bagnall's Duke dissertation on the Laches archive). '5 As for much of the recent evidence from Oxyrhynchus, a thumbing through of the latest P. Oxy. volumes suggests that although occasional gems are sprinkled throughout the first three Roman imperial centuries, the most substantial recent gains belong to the third and fourth centuries, providing more information on the Oxyrhynchus town council, its membership and operation, more information on such pivotal fourth-century municipal officials as the curator civitatis.'6 This is a trend in papyrology and Roman historical studies that I suspect will continue, along with some others which merit our attention. I note four striking trends (no doubt there are more) which seem to me to be well under way and which show promise of continuing over the next two decades at least.
1. First, a widening of papyrology's geographical scope. At the beginnings of papyrology in the nineteenth century and for most of its earlier history (if the Herculaneum finds are discounted), there was an almost unbroken bond between papyrology the science and Egypt the land that produced the texts on which the papyrologists labored. Both had to be taken together or not at all; and even Egypt, because Alexandria produced no papyri and the Delta region was so poorly represented, had tacitly to be understood as "Egypt above Memphis". The discovery near Avroman, Kurdistan (close to the Turkish border), in or about 1909, of three parchment documents of Parthian date may have hinted at greater things to come,'7 but these hints were not realized until nearly twenty years later with the remarkable finds at Dura-Europos-on-theEuphrates.'8 It is of course the military content of many of the Dura documents, the papers of the Twentieth Palmyrene Cohort, that give these papyri so much of their interest; but clearly contributing to that interest is the fact that their provenance was not Egypt. In the period under consideration , the most significant increment to Greek papyri of non-Egyptian provenance is owed to the discoveries by the Israelis excavating the now famous Cave of Letters at Engedi in 1960 and 1961: Greek, Hebrew and Aramaic documents of the Bar-Kochba revolt; Nabataean, Aramaic and Greek documents belonging to the archive of Babata, a lady who may herself have perished in the revolt."
In addition to papyri discovered outside Egypt, it is worth noting in passing the rare papyri of Egyptian provenance which were drawn up outside Egypt and imported. It is probably not accidental that several of these are records of slave sales; a recent important example is the Oxyrhynchus papyrus published by John Oates in 1969 recording a slave sale concluded on the island of Rhodes in the reign of Gordian III (238-244). 20 Even within Egypt new provenances are coming into play and adding to the geographical diversity of the sites from which papyri are being recovered. Panopolis (Achmim) has already been mentioned as a newly important source of late third and early fourth century papyri; these have been acquired by purchase, the majority now being owned by the Institut fur Altertumskunde of the University of Cologne and a substantial number by Duke University. There are some in Berlin. Many have been published, especially in ZPE; some are in preparation, more may be expected.2' Excavations by the Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago now in progress at Quseir on the Red Sea coast have produced papyrus scraps, some in Latin, about which Roger Bagnall has published preliminary information.22 Since 1963 the Egypt Exploration Society has been excavating at Qasr Ibrim (ancient Premnis), a site in Egyptian Nubia 150 miles south of Aswan and once thought to be in danger of submersion by Lake Nasser. Most of the textual finds are late, written in Coptic, Nubian, Arabic and other languages. They will be useful mainly for filling in the void of medieval and early modern Nubian history. The site has, however, also yielded some earlier Greek and Latin papyri (including the much discussed Gallus fragment)23 of the late first century B.C./early first century A.D., whose presence has been linked (at least the link has been suggested) to the Roman occupation of Egyptian Nubia under Petronius, circa 23-21 B.C.24 The Greek fragments so far published have not been very promising25; but there does seem to be sound reason to hope for the future. My understanding is that the textual finds from the Qasr Ibrim excavations have been so numerous as to prevent even preliminary cataloguing on the site. Finally, there has just appeared the publication of the cartonnage from the leather covers of the Nag Hammadi codices, begun by the late J. The third and fourth trends, like the first and second, are conveniently paired. The first and second fit together well because of their overlapping geographical concern, the third and fourth because of their conjoined concern for the general configuration of Roman Egyptian history.
3. The third trend is that the lines of continuity from Ptolemaic to Roman Egypt have come under question. There is a growing sense that the changes effected by the Roman takeover have been underestimated and, hand in hand with that view, that Egypt's status within the empire may not have been so special after all. The pivotal statement is Professor Naphtali Lewis's essay "Greco-Roman Egypt: Fact or Fiction?", an address delivered in 1968 in Ann Arbor and published in 1970.32 Some additional details have been worked out, for example, by Parassoglou in his monograph on imperial estates. John Rea's work on the Oxyrhynchus corn dole archive would also tend to support the similarities rather than the differences between Egypt and the rest of the Empire. But, as Ludwig Koenen reminds me, continuity or discontinuity is now "a very hot issue"; it is likely to remain so for some time.
4. Egypt's so-called Sonderstellung has traditionally been less an issue with historians of the late Roman period than with historians of the early imperial period because it was believed that Diocletian was responsible for rationalizing the imperial system, for tempering Egypt's peculiar status and making that land conform to administrative patterns existing elsewhere in the empire. This brings me to my fourth trend, which is that the "periodizing" of Roman Egyptian history is currently undergoing revision. The work of Bowman, Thomas, and others, clarifying the details and chronology of the Diocletianic reforms in too many particulars to be discussed here, has made the year 284, the traditional divide between Roman and Byzantine Egypt, even more unacceptably artificial than it was; Bowman labels it "absurd."33 It seems to me now that with the vestigial significance of 284 removed, the third and fourth centuries together form a convenient period for the study of Roman Egyptian history. In much the same way, the two preceding and two following centuries may be taken together in pairs as convenient temporal units for study. I am not, however, proposing an ironclad system of three double centuries, or ruling out the possibility of a future reshuffling if evidence and study suggest it; but for now it is this breakdown that seems in fact if not in theory to be in operation. 
